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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC HEARING ROSSMOOR COMMENTS (PH-R) 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R1 

Comment PH-R1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. There is currently no proposal to 
conduct additional environmental analysis of the WCC Project.  

Comment PH-R1-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R2 

Comment PH-R2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R3 

Comment PH-R3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PH-R3-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R4 

Comment PH-R4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response –
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in Section 3.2.7 of 
the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Please see Common Response – 
Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Air quality Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, will 
avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, 
emissions will be reduced under all of the build alternatives compared to the future No Build 
Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-related air quality effects were identified. Please 
see Common Response – Air Quality. 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA’s and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R5 

Comment PH-R5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Response to Comment Letter PH-R6 

Comment PH-R6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R7 

Comment PH-R7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

In this area, the existing soundwall would be demolished and rebuilt closer to the ROW to 
accommodate the new traffic lanes. Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher 
soundwalls if an additional 5-dB noise reduction could be achieved. The traffic noise analysis of 
the replacement in-kind soundwall determined that raising the existing height past 8 ft would not 
provide an additional 5-dB noise reduction. Feasibility – providing 5 dB of traffic noise 
reduction – must be achieved for at least one frequent outdoor use area; consequently, the 
existing soundwall height of 8 ft would be used for the in-kind replacement soundwall. In 
addition, for Alternatives 1 and 3 new soundwalls with heights ranging from 10 to 14 ft are being 
recommended from Shasta Lane to past the I-405 bridge over the Union Pacific railroad tracks. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R8 

Comment PH-R8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Identification Alternative. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R9 

Comment PH-R9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R10 

Comment PH-R10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists willing to pay 
a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an 
explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. For additional 
information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. We acknowledge the 
opposition to tolling. 

Slow-moving congested freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared to 
uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily 
congested with lower throughput (approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the 
Express Lanes, whose throughput will be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per 
hour. For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. By 
providing more throughput per lane through management of the Express Lanes, traffic in the GP 
lanes would be reduced and congestion eased; for two conditions with the same total number of 
lanes and congested conditions, congestion in the GP lanes would be less if two of the lanes were 
managed to increase their throughput. See the rows of Table 3.1.6-14 labeled “Brookhurst Street 
to SR-22 East” for a comparison of the throughput of Alternatives 2 and 3 with the same total 
number of lanes. 

The population and employment forecasts used for traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG. A 
comparison of pre-recession traffic data (year 2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth 
rates of 1.0 to 1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to 
2040. 
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The travel time of approximately 2 hours to travel on I-405 between SR-73 and I-605 does not 
refer to the existing condition but is a forecast of conditions anticipated in year 2040, as shown in 
Table 3.1.6-7 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment PH-R10-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R11 

Comment PH-R11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R12 

Comment PH-R12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R13 

Comment PH-R13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Comment PH-R13-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PH-R13-3 

The travel time of 133 minutes to travel on I-405 between SR-73 and I-605 does not refer to the 
existing condition but is a forecast of conditions anticipated in year 2040, as shown in Table 
3.1.6-7 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment PH-R13-4 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R14 

Comment PH-R14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Alternative 4 would neither reduce congestion nor enhance operations along the entire project 
corridor, but it would provide benefits limited to the portion of the corridor south of Beach 
Boulevard. Alternative 4 would not improve trip reliability nor maximize throughput within the 
corridor because it would not address reliability and throughput problems along the entire 
corridor. As such, Alternative 4 has been eliminated from further consideration in this EIR/EIS. 
All elements of Alternative 4 are included in Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. Please see Common 
Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R15 

Comment PH-R15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R16 

Comment PH-R16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R17 

Comment PH-R17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PH-R17-2 

The current situation experienced was due to construction under the WCC Project. The I-405 
Improvement Project, including the design phase, will work on effectively mitigating traffic 
impacts during construction. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R18 

Comment PH-R18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R19 

Comment PH-R19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R20 

Comment PH-R20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R21 

Comment PH-R21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R22 

Comment PH-R22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in Section 3.2.7 of 
the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Please see Common Response – 
Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Air quality Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, will 
avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, 
emissions will be reduced under all of the build alternatives compared to the future No Build 
Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-related air quality effects were identified. Please 
see Common Response – Air Quality. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R23 

Comment PH-R23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R24 

Comment PH-R24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R25 

Comment PH-R25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Alternatives with LRT are included in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated 
from Consideration, of the Draft EIR/EIS. LRT was considered in four such alternatives. For a 
graphic summary of those alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. LRT in the project 
corridor would not be feasible or reasonable without extensions and connections north and south 
of the project limits. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT 
Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R26 

Comment PH-R26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PH-R26-2 

Coordination occurs regularly between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, 
COG, and the City of Long Beach regarding projects that cross county lines. Please see Common 
Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, COG, 
and the City of Long Beach. 

Comment PH-R26-3 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R27 

Comment PH-R27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R28 

Comment PH-R28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

College Park East already has an 18-ft-high soundwall, which is higher by 2 ft than Caltrans’ 
recommended maximum height of 16 ft. Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher 
soundwalls if an additional 5-dB noise reduction could be achieved. It would not be practical to 
increase the height of the existing 18-ft-high soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R29 

Comment PH-R29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Air quality Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, will 
avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, 
emissions will be reduced under all of the build alternatives compared to the future No Build 
Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-related air quality effects were identified. Please 
see Common Response – Air Quality. 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R30 

Comment PH-R30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R31 

Comment PH-R31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PH-R32 

Comment PH-R32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R33 

Comment PH-R33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

It is common for transportation projects to have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The 
project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft Financial Plan must be submitted to 
FHWA prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft Financial Plan must show a fully 
funded Preferred Alternative is required before the Final EIR/EIS can be approved. Bonding 
against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is planned for all of the build alternatives. 
The additional increment of cost of Alternative 3 as compared to Alternative 1 would be bonded 
against anticipated toll revenue and not require any additional funding from taxes. Please see 
Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PH-R34 

Comment PH-R34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Comment PH-R34-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With respect to air 
quality, please see Common Response – Air Quality. With respect to noise please see Common 
Response – Noise/Noise Analysis.  

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor compared 
to the No Build Alternative; none are expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The 
anticipated performance of I-405 with and without the build alternatives is summarized in the 
Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Comment PH-R34-3 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling.  
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